THE EVOLUTION OF A REVOLT

military theory I was tolerably read, for curiosity
In Oxford years before had taken me past Napoleon
to Clausewitz and his school, to Caemmerer and
Moltke, Goltz and the recent Frenchmen. These
had seemed very partial books, and after a look at
Jomini and Willisen I had found broader prin-
ciples in the eighteenth century, in Saxe, Gulbert
and their followers. However," Ciausewits was
intellectually so much the master of them all
that unwillingly I had come to believe In him.
Tactically the only campaigns I had studied step
by step were the ancient affairs of Hannibal and
Belisarius, Mohammed and the Crusades! My
interests were only in pure theory and I looked
everywhere for the metaphysical side, the philo-
sophy of war, about which I thought a little for
some years. Now I was compelled suddenly to
action, to find an immediate equation between my
book-reading and our present movements.

However, the books gave me the aim In war
quite pat, "the destruction of the organised forces
of the enemy" by "the one process battle/3
Victory could only be purchased by blood. This
was a hard saying for us, as the Arabs had no
organised forces, and so a Turkish Foch would
have no aim: and the Arabs would not endure
casualties, so that an Arab Clausewitz could not
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